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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
446 Meal Street

Cookeville, Tennessee 38501 BPECEIVED
R

May 23, 1996 MAY 2 8 1996

Doc, No. e

Mr. Jon M. Loney

Manager, Environmental Management
Tennessee Valley Authority

200 West Sunmnit Hull Drive
Knoxwville, Tennessee 37902

Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment {EA) for the development of the Little Cedar
Mountain Tracts, Nickajack Reservoir, Marion County, Tennessee.

Dear Mr. Loney:

Thank vou for providing a copy of your draft EA of April 17, 1996, concerning the potential
sale and/or development of Tract No. XNJR-1PT (possible future development), XNJR-3PT
(commercial recreation, public recreation, and residential development), XNJR-4PT (commercial
recreation), and Tract 5 (access corridor) of the above-referenced properties. The Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the information contained in the draft EA and offers the
following comments.

Plant species such as the large-flowered skullcap (Scutellaria montana), Price’s potato bean
(Apios priceanc), American hart’s tongue fermn (Phyilitis scolopendrium)j, and Eggert’s sunflower
(Helianthus eggertii) were originally identified by the Service as possibly occurring within the
project area (letter of January 26, 1996). The Service requested that the Tennessee Valley
Authority (TVA) determine potential impacts to these species and provide the Service an
opportunity to review all information used in making your determination. TVA has
subsequently concluded that no federally listed plant species occur within the proposed project
area. We note, however, that the subject EA contains no information regarding the basis for this
conclusion. In the absence of such data, the Service is unable to concur with TVA’s
determination. The EA should reference the demonstrated absence of suitable habitat,
appropriate site surveys, or other basis for TVA’s conclusion.

The Service concurs with your determination that the project "may affect” the gray bat (Myotis
grisescens), Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis), and bald eagle (Haligeetus leucocephalus). Given your
"may affect" determination for these species, the Service recommends that TV A initiate formal
consultation concerning the potential impacts as a resulf of the proposed project.
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We appreciate for the opportunity to comment on this proposal. If you have any questions,
please coniact Brad Bingham of my staff at 615/528-6481.

Sincerely,

Lee A. Barclay, Ph.D.
Field Supervisor

xc:  Reggie Reeves, TDEC, Nashwville
Dan Sherry, TWRA, Nashville
Ruben Hernandez, TVA, Knoxville

awara:
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

446 Neal Street
Cookeville, Tennessee 38501

August 26, 1996

Mr. Jon M. Loney

Manager, Environmental Management
Tennessee Valley Authority

400 West Summit Hill Drive

Knoxville, Tennessee 37902

Subject: Response to U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) comments of May 23,
1996, concerning the revisions to the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for
the development of the Little Cedar Mountain Tracts, Nickajack Reservoir,
Marion County, Tennessee,

Dear Mr. Loney:

Thank you for providing your response to the Service’s comments of May 23, 1996, regarding
the potential impacts resulting from the proposed development of the Little Cedar Mountain
tracts. The Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the new information and ofters the
following comments.

According to your letter, the Little Cedar Mountain tracts have been surveyed on six different
occasions since 1984, resulting in no records identifying the following federally protected plant
species: large-flowered skullcap (Scutellaria montana), Price’s potato bean (Apios priceana),
American hart’s tongue fern (Phyilitis scolopendrium), and Eggert’s sunflower (Helianthus
eggertii). Based on the survey work performed by TVA, the Service concurs that the listed plant
species do not occur on the affected tracts and, consequently, the proposed development should
not have an effect on the species.

The Service concurs with the determination of “no effect” that TV A made concerning the bald
eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus). The bald cagle nest referenced in TVA’s letter of June 26,
1996, is located adjacent to Tract 1, which is pot slated for development.

Quarry Cave and Little Cedar Mountain Cave were surveyed for the presence of the {ederally
listed gray bat (Myotis grisescens) and Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis). No bats were found 1o be
using Quarry Cave at the time of the survey. According to the field survey results, most of
Quarry Cave appeared to be too dry to support bats, with only the last room having suitable
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conditions for bat usage. Evidence of gray bat usage discovered in the Little Cedar Mountain
Cave included guano piles and ceiling staining. The investigator estimated that approximately
3,500 gray bats utilize the cave during various times of the year. Another species of bat known
to use this cave as a roosting site was the eastern pipistrelle {Pipistrellus subflavus). No
occurrences of the Indiana bat were noted, but potential foraging habitat and maternity habitat
were identified. Based on this fact, the Service recommends that TV A place a restriction on the
proposed tracts stating that all land clearing will be completed between October 15 and March
31. During this period, Indiana bat usage of upland forested areas is at a minimum.

The Service recommends that TVA install a suitable bat gate at the entrance to Little Cedar
Mountain Cave to prevent human intrusion. Human intrusion can be very detrimental to all bats,
especially gray and Indiana bats which tend to be highly sensitive.

As stated in the draft EA, a buffer zone will be required along all shoreline areas except segments
atlocated for the marina development. Buffer zone widths would vary depending on degree of
slope, however, in no instances would this zone be narrower than 100 feet. The Service
recommends a buffer zone of similar width be left along all stream channels or drainages
associated with the proposed tracts. This would assist in the reduction of sediments entering the
reservoir and woulid also maintain a travel corridor for bats and other wildlife species as they
forage throughout these areas. If buffer zones are established along the shoreline and drainages
crossing the property, then the Service would concur with a finding of “not likely to adversely
affect” for the gray bat and Indiana bat based on project descriptions provided in vour letters of
April 17, 1996, and June 26, 1996.

The Service strongly discourages the development of public lands. Public lands are being
offered for sale or development at an alarming rate. These proposed sales or developments could
drastically alter the way in which the public is now able to utilize these areas (i.e., camping,
hiking, hunting, backpacking, birdwatching, etc.}). We recommend that TV A retain possession
of such tracts and maintain them in their natural state to benefit fish and wildlife resources,
aesthetics, and public recreation.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposal. If you have any questions, please
contact Brad Bingham of my staff at 615/528-6481.

Sincerely,

A
Lee A. Barclay, Ph.D.
Field Supervisor
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XC:

Reggie Reeves, TDEC
Dan Sherry, TWRA
Ruben Hernandez, TVA
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

NASHVILLE DISTRICT. CORPS OF ENGINEERS
F. Q. BOX 1070
MNASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 372021070

June 3, 1996

M REFLY REFER TO

Planning Branch

¥Mr. Jon M. Loney

Environmental Management
Tennessee Valley Authority

400 West Summitt Hill Drive
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902-1499%9

Dear Mr. Loney:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Environmental
Assessment Recreation Development Alternatives for the Little
Cedar Mountain Tracts, Nickajack Reservoir, Marion County,
Tennessee. My only comment on the preferred alternative pertains
to Department of the Army permit requirements. It appears that
some of the possible development actions will require issuance of
Section 404 Permits. A commitment should be added in Section 6
to stipulate that proposed development plans will be submitted to
the Corps of Engineers for determination of permit requirements
and that appropriate permits will be obtained prior to
implementation of development plans.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the
Fnvironmental Assessment, and if there are any questions, please
contact Tom Swor at the above address or by phone at (615) 736~
7666.

Sincerely,

ohn L. Wnisler, Jr.
Lieutenant Colonel, Corps of Engineers
District Engineer

S e,
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

NASHVILLE DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
7.0, BOX 1072
NASMVILLE, TENNESSEE 272021070

S e 1 188,

IN REPLY AEFER TO

Planning Branch

Tennessae Valley Authority
ATTN: Jon M. Loney

400 West Summit Hill Drive
Knoxville, TN 379802-1499%9

Dear Mr. Loney:

Thank you for the opportunity te review and comment on
development of the Shellmound Road Tracts, Nickajack Resgervolr,
Marion County, Tennessee. The proposal involves making a 701-
acre tract of TVA lard orn Nickajack Reservolr available for
commercial recreation, public recreaztion, and residential
development. A second 3%-acre tract would be marketed for
commercial and public recreation as part of the same proposed
action. The proposal would have no effect on any programs being
planned or executed by Nashville District, but appears to
include activities subject to Department of the Army (DA} permit
authority.

The proposed tracts border the Tennessee River, a navigable

water of the United States. Anv work perfcrmed in, over, or
across this waterway will reguire a DA permlt pursuant to
Serstion 10 of the Rivers and Harbors hct of 189%92. Cther work

involving a discharge of dredged and/or fill material into
waters of the U.S., including streams and wetlands, would
require a DA permit pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water
Acrt . I assume, as usuai, TVA will addresgss its Section 108
responsibilities in the environmental review to engure that
historic properties are considered during project planning and
execution. - :

The Nashville District would appreciate copies of
documentation resuliting from your envircnmental review of
alternatives for rthe development. Please feel f{rese to contact
My, Brad Bishop {615/736-5181) should you have ary gquestions oY
wish to initiate the DA permit process. Thanks again foxr
including us in yvour planning process.
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Thomas W. Wate
Chief, Engineesr
Division



May 30, 1996

Jon M. Loney

TENNESSEE HISTORICAL COMMISSION
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
2941 LEBANCN ROAD
NASHVILLE, TN 37243-0442
(615) 532-1550

Environmental Managemeni
Tennessee Valley Authority

400 W. Summitt Hill Dr.
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902-1499

RE: TVA: PROPOSED ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT OF RECREATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT ALTERNATIVES FOR LITTLE CEDAR MOUNTAIN TRACTS 1, 2, 3,
AND 4, NICKAJACK RESERVOIR; MARION COUNTY

Dear Mr. Loney:

Based on the documentation submitied and a survey report of the project area by the Office of
Archaeological Research at the University of Alabama, we concur with the Environmental
Assessment by the TVA that site 40MI197 is potentially eligible for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places. This site will be impacted by Alternatives 1, 2, and 3. If any of these alternates are
chosen, archaeological testing of the site wili be necessary 1o determine its eligibility. Alternate 4 will
not impact this site. We further concur with the recommendation that the cemetery, denoted as site
40M1194, be protected no matter which alternate is chosen, and that any future land transfer
agreements take intc account these site recommendations.

Questions should be directed to Don Merritt at (615) 741-1588. Your cooperation is appreciated.

Sincerely,

Koke# T

Herbert L. Harper

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer JUN 7 1994

HLH:jdm
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May 10, 1996

Mr. Jon M. Loney

| : A }(_M,w.,zj?
Manager, Environment Management e IMJZ”"’ -

Tennessee Valley Authority
400 West Summit Hill Dnive v
Knoxvilie TN 37902-1499 '

STATE OF TENNESSEE

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION it

401 Church Street
Nashville, Tennessea 37243

[Dmft faxed 5/10/6 4236326855 2:30p/AN

ey S

» RECEIVED

MAY 1 51996
B]

Doc. No. 8 S ~
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Environmenisi &

Subject: Project review information for rare, threatened, or endangered species and
critical or sensitive habitat, Draft Environmental Assessment-- Development of Little
Cedar Mountain Tracts-Nickajack Reservoir

Dear Mr. Loney:

Regarding your letter of April 17, please be advised that a review of our Departmental data bases

indicates recorded threatened and/or endangered species within the project boundaries and
within a one mile radius of the proposed project. Our records also indicate additional species
occurrence records within an approximate four mile radius of the proposed project site(s). The
review is for the proposed Environmental review, Draft Environmental Assessment,
Recreation Development Alternatives for Little Cedar Mountain Tracts (Tracts #1, #3, and

#4, approximately 1378 acres); along the Tennessee River, Nickajack Reservoir, Marion

County, TN project site(s). As per your request, the species that have recorded occurrences near
the project site(s) are listed by quad map and are attached.

In addition to the information provided, we have reviewed the subject document and offer the
following general comments:

e In order to comply with the National Environmental Policy Act consideration should be given
to the comprehensive and cumulative impacts associated with the project actions.
Considering the information provided, it is probable that any proposed development will
increase stream crossings, will affect instream, aquatic, and riparian habitat, and thereby
degrade significant habitat as part of the project implementation. The document suggests
significant short term and secondary effects of development. The document does not
however, outline the anticipated long term effects of habitat loss for this region.

DIVISION OF NATURAL HERITAGE 407 Church Sueet 8th Floor L&C Tower Nashville TN 37243-0443 Telephone 615/532-0431
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Page 2.
Mr. Loney, TVA
May 10, 1996

Although TV A outlines some “Commitments™ for protection of natural resources, these are
not specific and do not address long term protection of habitat and species. I strongly support
a no-net loss approach to the management of public lands. The foss of wildlife habitat and
lands suitable for recreational uses 1s an important issue that this Division cannot support.
We are opposed to TVA contributing to the fragmentation of forested lands and to the loss of
wildlife habitat and recreational resources.

The document suggests that local economic development is important to this region. Our
Department encourages planned and environmentally sound development throughout the
State. The document does not address any alternatives of economical development adjacent
to, or ancillary to the TV A tracts. Alternatives could be developed using commercially
available and private land near the proposed project. Perhaps by utilizing the current
recreational values and diverse habitat within these TV A tracts. economic ventures that do
not deplete the natural resources (and the current land use) could be explored.

The Department has worked with TV A staff for many vears in order to protect large
undeveloped tracts. The purpose of this protection is to prolong significant habitat and
species biodiversity. The proposed actions are inconsistent with this long-standing
cooperative effort.

During 1992 TVA conducted a Gallup poll of those people using TVA facilities and land.
Please note that this poll indicated that 69% of the users wanted to see further protection of
public lands in an undeveloped condition, and that 84% of those polled wanted to see TVA
lakefront lands maintained for further public use. Additionally, 61% of those polled
indicated that the highest prionty for TVA should be preserving the environment.

In summary, considering the Alternatives presented, we find Alternative 4 least
objectionable. We still however, have concerns about future options to consider industrial
development for these tracts.



Page 3.
Mr. Loney, TVA
May 10, 1996

We appreciate the opportunity to assist you with your pre-project planning. If we can be of
further assistance with your project please contact Andrew N. Barrass Ph. D., in our office in
- Nashville, telephone 615/532-0431.

Respectfully,

gl

Reginald G. Reeves,
Director,
o Division of Natural Heritage

Attachments: (3)

ce: Dodd Galbreath, TEPO-TDEC
Gary T. Myers, TWRA
Lee A. Barclay, Ph. D., U. S. Fish and Wildlife
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TENNESSEE WILDLIFE RESOQURCES AGENCY

ELLINGTON AGRICULTURAL CENTER
P. 0. BOX 40747

NASHWVILLE, TENNESSEE 37204

December 19, 1895

Mr. Jon M. Loney, Manager
Environmental Management
Tennessee Valley Authority
400 West Summit Hill Drive
Knoxville, TN 37902-1498

re:; INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW -- DEVELOPMENT OF THE
SHELLMOQUND ROAD TRACTS, NICKAJACK RESERVOIR,
MARION COUNTY, TENNESSEE

Dear Mr. Loney:

The Tennessee Wildiife Resources Agency has been interested in the 701 acre
Shelimound Tract {Tract No. XNJR-2PT) for many years as documented in comments
to the Nickajack planning process in the late 1880's. This tract is one of the last
remaining properties of significant size in the vicinity of Chattanooga that remains
potentially available for wildlife recreation. Our plans were to have cooperated with
Quail Unlimited in order to improve habitat for upland species and provide dog training
opportunities for the public.

As we have commented in the past, we recommend that these tracts remain dedicated
to public recreation anc are disappointed to see that TVA is proposing to expand the
options for use of these properties to commercial and residential development. We
hope that TVA instead will consider the need for balance between open lands available
to the public to offset rapidly expanding private development and the unigue
opportunity TVA has to serve the former.

Thank you for considering these comments.

e .:r‘z\rv-vw-—an'mwx‘ui-

Sincerely,

5 _
Do Mg

Executive Director

GTM/bjs

ce Mr. Reid Tatum - TWRA
The State of Tennessee

AR EQUAL QPFORTURITY EMPLOYER




United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
446 Neal Street
Cookeville, Tennessee 38501

January 26, 1996

Mr. Jon M. Loney

Manager, Environmental Management
e Tennessee Valle 'y Authority ,_

400 West Summit Hill Drive

Knoxville, Tennesses 37902

Dear Mr. Loney: P H oV .i%
The Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has evaluated potential environmental impacts COncerning
the proposed development of two TVA tracts of land on Shellmound Road in Marion County,
Tennessee, as requested in your letter of November 22, 1995, The Service has also investigated
the existence of threatened and/or endangered species as requested in your letter of December
8, 1995, TVA proposes to offer a 701-acre tract (Tract No. XNJR-3PT) for commercial
recreation, public recreation, and residential development; and a 39-acre tract (Tract No. XNIR-

4PT) for commercial and public recreation. Both tracts are located on Nickajack Reservoir.

The Shelimound Tracts are within the range of the Federally endangered Indiana bat, Myotis
sodalis, gray bat, Myotis grisescens, and large-flowered skullcap, Scurellaria moniana: and the
Federally threatened bald eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus, Price’s potato bean, Apics priceana,
American hart’s tongue fern, Payliitis scolopendrium, and Eggert’s sunflower, Helianthus
eggertii. You should assess potential impacts and determine if the proposed development may
affect the species mentioned above. A finding of "may affect” could require initiation of formal
consuftation.

e

Transfer of TVA lands from public ownership could potentially allow changes in land use
. practices from low-impact recreational use to high-impact recreational use and high-density
residential devetoprnent. Such changes would have negative impacts on fish and wildlife
resources in the area, such as a significant increase in shoreline degradation, loss of habitat and
. habitat types, and a potential increase in sedimentation to streams and the reservoir. Shallow
' lacustrine wetlands which are located along the shorelines of the Shellmound Road Tracts could
be adwversely influenced by development, potentially requiring mitigation. Wetlands such as
o these serve as spawning and nursery areas for aquatic resources, and as forging areas for the
Indiana bat, gray bat, and bald eagle. Bald eagles are known to nest in the vicinity of Nickajack
Dam. A nest which has been active for the past several years is located within two miles of the



e

Shellmound Tracts.  Nickajack Cave, a known maternity colony for gray bats and wintering area
for Indiana bats, lies directly across the reservoir from the Shellmound Tracts. Habitat
manipulation on the Shellmound Tracts could affect the existing streams and shorelines which
provide forging areas for local bat and eagle populations.

The proposed develepment could drastically alter the way in which the public is now able to
uttlize the area (1.e., camping, hiking, hunting, backpacking, birdwatching, etc.). We recommend
that TV A retain possession of the tracts and maintain them in their natural state to benefit fish and
wildlife resources, aesthetics, and public recreation. -

Please provide us with a copy of the Environmental Assessment (EA) for review and conument.
We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposal. If you have any questions, please
contact Brad Bingham of my staff at 615/528-6481.

Sincerely,

bty

Lee A. Barclay, Ph.D.
Freld Supervisor

X¢: Reggie Reeves, TDEC, Nashwille, TN
Bob Hatcher, TWRA, Nashville, TN
Ruben Hermmandez, TVA, Knoxville, TN



STATE OF TENNESSEE
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
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May 3, 1996 nNAY 1 3 1596

T L T,

Mr. Jon M. Loney i
Environmental Management ¢
Tenneassee Valley Authority
400 West Summit Hill Drive
Knoxville, TN 37902-1499

T AT DAL A e
[ 3

Dear Mr. Loney: LT

In my role as one of the Department of Environment and Conservation’s reviewers of
environmental assessments, | have reviewed the document entitted  Draft Environmental
Assessment, Recreational Development Alternatives for the Little Cedar Mountain Tracis
transmitted to me on April 20, 1996. | offer the following general comments for your
consideration. '

The Division of Water Pollution Contral is concerned about the potential negative
impacts of the preferred alternative on water quality. Sources of concern include
construction runoff, alteration of aquatic resources, and disposal of domestic wastes.
We appreciate TVA’s commitment to require the use of appropriate erosion controls on
the private development component of the proposal.

The problem of appropriate sewage disposal from a development of this size is not a
small matter. Jasper may be unable to accept additional flow at its present facility
without plant modifications. The suggestion that a more localized sewage treatment
works could be constructed in conjunction with the development is also problematic. The
Division would be uniikely to permit such a treatment facility uniess a legally viabie and
continuing entity is created to be responsible for the operation of the facility and the
quality of the discharge.

If you have questions concerning my comments, please contact me at 615-532-069¢.

Sincerely,

Gregory'M. Denton, Manager
Planning and Standards Section

Divisian of Water Poliution Control = L & C Annex 8th Floar = 401 Chureh Street = pashville, Tennessee 37243-1534
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FRED THOMPSON
TENNESSEE

TMnited States Senate

T Yo
WASHINGTON, DC 205104204 22U
1—9—“———’———"7:;
November 2, 1995 TR
e
Mr. Ruben O. Hernandez BOS
Vice President EC
Land Management TR
Tennessee Valley Authority - R e
17 Ridgeway Road  S—
Norris, Tn 37828-0920 ' L e

Dear Mr. Hernandesz:

Both local officials and Private citizens have approched my
office to discuss the disposition of a parcel of Tennessee Valley
Authority property known as Little Cedar Mountain. It is my
understanding that your office is in the brocess of deciding the
potential land use options for this parcel.

These local interests suggest that the area be opened up for
multi-use purposes beyond recreation. Multi-use would seem to
have an enormous beneficial impact on Marion County. I ask that
you consider these alternatives as you formulate your decision on
the disposition of this piece of land.

I know that your office is striving to determine the best
use of this land for TVA, Marion County, and Southeast Tennessae.
I applaud. these efforts and hope tha- you will factor in the

needs and wishes of the local community in your decision making
process.

Thank you for your time and consideration of this important
issue.

FDT:sib

2\
RLC:CJG~-~11/20/85 \\\
cc: Harold M. Draper, WT 8C-K——For Infermation.

Jonny M. Loney, WP 8C-K~-For information.
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- TENNESSEE WILDLIFE RESOURCES AGENCY [
[ -
FILLINGTON AGRICULTURAL CENTER ‘l \%g LE_D{T_ ManagEment '

Chi(:kamau
Nickajack £ga and

P. 0. BOX 40747 \}
\ﬁ\ Jack Reservoirg

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37204

T T N i A e T g, - T T

Aprit 29, 1996

Mr. Lee J. Carter

s Tennessee Valley Authority
1101 Market Street, LMO 1A-C
Chattanooga, TN 37402-2801

( General Fileg

I

re Draft Environmental Assessment, Recreation Development Alternatives For the
Littie Cedar Mountain Tracts, Nickajack Reservoir, Marion County

Dear Mr. Carter:

Buring the earlier Intergovernmentai Review of the proposed aiternatives for the Little
Cedar Mountain Tracts, the Tennessee Wildlife Resources Agency expressed its
disappointment with the concept of transferring public TVA lands to private
development. Our fong-term interest in the Shellmound Tract (No. XNJR-3PT) was
aiso reiteraied.

Qur position regarding privatization of public lands remains and we would prefer that
the Shellmound Tract not be developed as proposed in the Draft Environmental

e Assessment (EA). The impacts of that decision, however, are somewhat mitigated by

' the proposed dedication of Tract No. XNJR-IPT (Tract I} to wildlife management. There
is promise in the wildlife development potential of this tract.

This agency supports Alternative 2 (the preferred alternative) presented in the EA
There arg several considerations, however, that we would request be made as the
Shellmound tract is developed for residential and commercial (Shellmound Recreation
Area) interests:

. Some of the best aguatic vegetation in Nickajack Lake exists adjacent to the
shoreline of the Shellmound Tract. The presence of this vegetation altracts
heavy bass fishing pressure. It is important that, as residential development
progresses, pressure to conirol and eliminate this vegetation is not successful.

The State of Tennessee

ARy VoA EnTolal el ninat il T kT -t T L B i TV it win)



TVA is now in the process of developing a comprehensive shoreline
development policy called the TVA Shoreline Management initiative. TWRA has
recently commented on the DEIS for this policy initiative and is very supportive
of its most environmentally sensitive alternatives. The policy initiative is not
mentioned in the subject EA. We request, however, that the principles of that
initigtive be applied in the form of requirements on developers for shoreline
buffer zones and restrictions on dredging, docks, as other structures.

The EA mentions the potential for impacts to endangered gray and Indiana bats
with commercial and residential development on any of the three tracts
addressed. We emphasize the importance of the protective measures described
in the EA. .

The Shelimound Tract now provides excellent upland wiidlife habitat.
Deveiopers should be encouraged to protect as much of that habitat as possible
when undertaking residential planning. Avoiding structural sprawi and leaving
significant open spaces wouid be concepts contributing to the salvaging of at
ieast some of the habitat that exists now.

Although we regret the concept that would shift public resources to the hands of
private development, we appreciate the consideration of wildlife interests with the
dedication of Tract | to same. Coupling this dedication to responsible development of
the Sheflmound Tract wiil hopefully resuit.in a balanced approach. Thank you for
considering this comment.

Sincerely,

GaryT Myers %

Executive Director

GTM/bjs

Reid Tatum - TWRA
Dan Sherry



